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| WASHINGTON 
HE: jtuation in Lithuaty has 
become a test of whethe 
cold war is really over. ” 
. way President Bush -an 
President Mikhail S. Gorbachethan-* 


right; théyalso have to be smart. 
At heart, here is much more sym- 
pathy in theAdministration for Mr. 
Gorbachev znd his dilemma than 
there is for th: Lithuanians’ demand 
for immediat independence. The ~ 
democratic reprms Mr. Gorbachev p: 


dle the explosive questions raise&by \- 
\ has initiated, ad the arms control —* 


Lithuania’s drive for independen 
will demonstrate whether they ar 
truly willing to treat one another 
more as allies than adversaries. 
Consider a few of the delicate 
issues posed by the evolving situa- 
tion in Lithuania, where the Kremlin 
has expanded its economic embargo 
even as officials in Moscow and Vil- 
nius are making conciliatory noises. 
© Mr. Gorbachey _has.-already 
proven to the United States thafhe is 
not Stalin. But for Washington’ to go 
on expanding relations with, him, 
WJ- 


must he now prove that he is We 
ow Wilson and immediately s 
“thuania free?/ 


fx 


ethnic borhood; — a teeming multi- 

t _vative, empire bursting with conser- 

oes 4g and frabid nationalists. But 
. Should 


cui thit. he short run, $9 he will 
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nians want - particularly when! 
was precisely hig refor , 
the Lithuanian dependence Move- 


ment possible? 


_ Caution and Anger á 


The Bush Administration ini 
confronted these questions by Pane 
both sides to enter into a peaceful 
dialogue, But as events in Lithuania 
have deteriorated, the Administra- 
tion, while doing its best to Postpone 
taking any action, has grown pri- 
vately angry with both parties, While 
they would nat Say so publicly, offi- 
Cials believe that the Lithuanians 
have behaved foolishly by Simply de- 
Claring their independence in defi- 


“se 


neighMr. Gorbachev lives in a tough? 


j f t\aramean. the United, States 
things in tolerate :his doing nasty 


; ‘thidipe -hgs nthelongrun? x 
tively „insis nied Ër pever” ac- 
’ Cieysbrushche: ! thud, nev O- 
sg pliidi Sh Mr. Gor ; 
"af TOF not doing: so °n the ary neni 


ms that made% 


hardly know it fr 


into, could bettetthe lives of millions 
f Americans aid Russians. If, to 


hreserve that precess, three million 
ani might, have to delay in- 
~ dependence a few rears, then, Amer- 
ican aff icials Say privately, so be it. 
tris \ 
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i Administration 
officials are beginninėyo fear that 
Mr. Gorbachev may hive decided to 


EN i, could he |s prepared to enter 


wers tolerable levels of pres- 
Mr. Gorbthev goes too far 
Will kow it when we see 
linistration official 
Wereduch Will punish him 
reducingsome trade or commer- 
MN iS Lot benefit him much more 
Wast inet so. But the White 
. wie guise of consulting 
yiggto postpone 
er ‘-OMent OF reckoning as 
Ong as ten. Barring a massacre 
the United States dues not intend to 
‘Allow Liihugnia to upset arms con- 
trolenegotidtions: or other mutually 
advantageous aspects of the rela- 
Honship, 


While this is th 


e poy. one would 
om Administrati 
public statements, On the aea ie 
Lithuania, President Bush and Sec- 
retary of State James A. Baker 3d 
have engaged in the diplomatic 
equivalent of mumbling. After Mr. 
Baker last week delivered, in testi- 
mony to Congress, the most explicit 
Statement yet by the Administration 
on its Lithuania policy, Representa- 
tive J. J. Pickle, Democrat of Texas 
remarked to him: “I join with my 
colleagues in commending you for a 


- good statement. At the same time, 


Mr. Secretary, I’ve tried to read 
through it hurriedly, and I’ve lis- 
tened to you, and I keep asking my- 
self ‘Now what did he say?’ ”’ 

To some extent this mumbling is 
deliberate. By keeping its-red lines 
vague, the White Hopise hopes to 
maintain maximum flexibility and 
maximum deterrence by constantly 
forcing Mr. Gorbachev to wonder 
whether the next move will be the 
one that goes too far. At the same 
time, the Bush team is also speaking 
in muted voices because it is afraid 
of criticism from the Republican 
right. Or, as Richard N. Perle, a for- 
mer senior Pentagon official in- the 
Reagan Administration, put it: 


“Were it not for the’ Republican. 


right, what we would be seeing in 
Lithuania today is an unvarnished 
American sellout rather than a 
giossed-over one.” But to a great ex- 
tent the Administration’s mumbling 
on Lithuania is part of an oft-re- 
peated pattern — an inability to ar- 


Officials are 


sympathetic to 


Gorbachev. © 


But where are 
the limits? 


ticulate its foreign policy so that the 
average American can understand 
and identify with it. 

The situation in Lithuania is a 
wake-up call saying that change in 
the Soviet Union is going to be a long, 
bumpy, nasty, occasionally violent 
process that will not be supervised 
by Mother Teresa. At every bump in 
the road the Administration is going 
to find its policies toward the Soviet 
Union challenged by voices from the 
right, left and center. Mr. Bush and 


hs 


Mr. Baker seem to believe that by 


by stating frankly the\'competing 
considerations in,Ljthuania. will.the 
Administratién build the confidence 


lows real maneuverability. 

Michael J. Sandel, a Harvard Uni- 
versity political theorist, said: “I 
don’t see why they can’t say in sim- 
ple language: ‘Frankly, we are con- 
fronted here with a dilemma be- 
tween our committment to the prin- 
ciple of national self-determination 
on one hand and our fervent desire 
that Gorbachev succeed in bringing 
political and economic reform to the 
Soviet Union as a whole on the other. 
Therefore our interests in his politi- 
cal survival and success have to 
temper, but not extinquish, our sup- 
port for Lithuanian independence.’ ” 

By not clearly articulating the 
competing principles at stake and 
acknowledging the tension between 
them, said Mr. Sandel, the Adminis- 
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tratio fafis to 


~become bi d or 


wenges sosed by 
Cithnania. Mr. @ush’s ar Mr. Gor- 
Þbachev’ abilify to mee. them in 
creative Ways, argued Michael Man- 
delbaum, an expert on East-West 
relations at the Council on Foreign 
Relations, will determine whether 
Lithuania “is the latest cold war 
crisis or the first post-cold war 
crisis.” He added, “If it is just an- 
other cold war crisis, then what Gor- 
bachev has done would demand 
harsh condemnation and a halt to 
real progress in the relationship.” 

If it is a post-cold war crisis, he 
said, “‘then it is just a bump in a road 
in which the United States gives Gor- 
bachev. some leeway and Gorbachev- 
eventually strikes a deal with Lith- 
‘uania that allows him to save face, 
but gives the Lithuanians the prom- 
ise of fulfilling all or most of their as- 
pirations:in the long run.” 


__ trati do justi¢e to either — 
saying little they will maximize their and rns the risk that both pr'n-“jies 
- room to maneuver. But perhaps only “will eve 


